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In iho action dated April 8, 2005, claims 1-2 and 18 were rcjcetcd as obvious in 
viQw of Hitchcock (WO 99/63454); claims 3-17 and 19-30 were rejected as obvious in view 
of the combination of Hilchcoek and Mottola (US 5745885) 

Examineir Interview 

Applicant appreciates Ibc Examiner's consideration given during the telephonic 
intci"vicw that look place on Jnnc 29, 2005, between the Examiner and the undersigned 
attorney. Dining the intci-vicw clamis 1 and 1 6 v^^erc discussed relative to the Hitchcock 
reference. The undersigned attomey explained that Hitchcock fails to teach or suggest the 
claimed school-access graphical user interface that enables Ibe school itself to customize 
the content of tlie coitesponding student-access graphical user interface. The Bxamincr felt 
til at the distinction needed to be more clearly set forth in the claims and that an amendment 
to do so would be carefully considered relative to the art. 

Claim Amendments 

Both independent claims I and 18 have been amended above to more clearly point 
out ihc distinction over Hitchcock. Specifically, claim 1 has been amended to recite: 

the school-access graphical nscr interface ena bling a given post-highsch o ol education 
facility to est a blish an account that causes t he financial-aid-scrvico software program to 
provide cu stomiz ation of the correspo nd i ni^ student-access grap hica l user interface for the 
^■M von nQSt-hi ahsc hoo] education facility, the school-acccas graphical u s er interface providing 
at least one fonn including en try and/or selection fields for enabling a representative of the 
given post-highschnol education f ac ility to customize eustomizi»g the content and operation 
of the corresponding student-access graphical user interface for the given post-hipj ischool 
education facility. 
Claim 1 6 has been ajncndcd to recite: 

providing a computer-implemented school-access graphical user interface accessible by a 
representative of the post-highschool education facility enabling the post-hitfhsheool 
educatio n facihtv to establish an account that facilitates customi/ation o f the student- access 
graphical user interface for the post-highshcool education facility; 
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the school-access gi-aphical user interface prompting the rcprcscntalive of the post- 
highschool education facility for content and operation entries that, when entered by the 
rc proscntati vc. will be used for customi/aliou of tlic student-access grap hi cal user 
jjilcrfac c for the post-highshcool education facility. 

These foregoing amendments clarify a major distinction between the claimed invention and the 
art. namely that each school can, on its own, setup and customize the financial-aid 
idfonnation/scrvice Wcb-pages that will be presented to students, by connecting to Iho school- 
iicccfis graphical user interface. See specification at page 6, line 29 - page 1 1 , line 27, imd Figs, 

By contrast, Hitchcock describes a forms engine that allows for data sharing 
between ciistoratzed on-line fonms for different institutions such as college admission 
application forms for colleges. Hitchcock does not teach school-access graphical user 
interface providing at least one form including Ilelds for customizing the content and 
operation of the corresponding student-access graphical user interface. In particular, the 
examiner cites Hitchcock at page 12, line 12 - page 13, line 8 in support of the asscrtioj), 
but the cited portions of Hitchcock do not teach a school-access graphical user interface that 
provides a form incklding fields for cuslomi/ing the content and operation of a 
corresponding student-access gi-aphical user interface. While the cited portions of 
Hitchcock arguably teach that the application forms for each institution may be 
ciistoiuizecl^ Ihey do not teach that the institution itself uses a school-access graphical 
user interface to do so. While the cited portions of Hitchcock arguably teach that 
iosliUilions can access student data on the third party server, they do not teach the use of a 
graphical user interface to do so, and the mere accessing of data is not akin to custonii/ing a 
user interface that will be presented to students. 

Applicant has not found any teaching in Hitchcock for a system that incUides a 
scliool-acccss graphical user interface that provides a form including fields for customizing 
the content and operation of a corresponding student-access graphical user interface. 
Applicant respectfully submits that it is only with hindsighl knowledge based upon the 
iipplicant's own disclosure that a person of ordinary skill in tlie art would achieve the 
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c1i\in\cil invention. It is well recognized that hindsight-based rejeclions of palenl claims arc 
not appropriate. 

For the foregoing reasons, independent claims 1 and 18 arc patcntably 
dislinguishable over Hitchcock, and dependent claim 2 is patentable for at least the same 
reasons, Accordingly, withdrawal orihcTejecHon is requested. 
Clai ms 3-17 and 19-31 

Dependent claims 3-17 and 19-31 arc patentable for at least the same reasons as 
explained above with respect to claims 1 and 18 respectively. Moreover, various of the 
dependent claims arc further distinguishable over the cited combination of Hitchcock and 
Matlola as explained in the last response Tiled January 7, 2005. llie arguments contained in that 
response are repeated and incoiporatcd herein by reference for purpose of completeness. 



and this application should be passed to issue. Please contact the undersigned attorney with 
any questions regarding this submission or application. 

It is believed that all of the pending claims have been addressed. However, the absence 
or a reply lo a specific rejection, issue or comment does not signify agreement with or 
concession of that rejection, issue or comment, In addition, because the arguments made above 
mny not be exhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability of any or all pending claims (or 
otJicr claims) that have not been expressed Finally, nothing in this paper should be construed as 
m intent to concede any issue with regard to any claim, except as specifically stated in this 
paper, and the amendment of any claim docs not necessarily signify concession of 
unpatenlabilily of the claim prior to its amendment 



THOMPSON niNE LLP 
2000 Courthouse Pla/a NE 
lowest Second Street 
Dayton, Ohio 45402^1758 
Telephone (937) 443^6892 

Facsimile: (937)443-6635 540743 



Conclusion 



All of claims 1-31 arc distinguishable over the art for the reasons explainwl above 



Respectfully submitted, 
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